This study aimed to examine victimization against women in Canada. Statistics Canada General Social Survey (GSS) 2009 data set was used in this current study for the analysis. In all, 31,510 household were surveyed and out of that, 19,500 responses representing 61.6% were obtained for the GSS 2009, a sample which was smaller than the 24000 which was used for the 2004 general social survey. In this study, the short version of the GSS 2009 which has a sample of 1512 was used for the analysis. At the end of the study, it was revealed that there is no statistically significant difference regarding the experience of victimization in both males and females in Canada (p-value = 0.418, Lambda = 0.003, Phi = 0.21, Cramer's V = 0.21. However, the results of the study revealed a significant difference the impacts of victimization of males and females respectively. Thus women are more likely to experience depression after being victimized than men (p-value = 0.000). Finally outcome of the study showed that respondents living in Urban neighborhoods were more likely to experience violent victimization than those in rural communities (Lambda = 0.000, Phi = 0.106, Cramer's V = 0.106 and p-value = 0.000). The study therefore recommends that policies and programs to address violence against women need to be sustainable, properly financed, and parcipatory-involving not only women but men. Also comprehensive victim support systems are essential, ecompassing legal and counseling since the study indicated women experience more of the negative impacts after being victimized.
of victims, their families, friends, their community and the society at large [1] .
It's important to note that, this consequence can be in a form of financial, physical, psychological as well as emotional.
Gender based victimization has been recognized, most particularly violence victimization against women at the national level and international levels. This has been viewed as a serious and ongoing obstacle to gender equality and women's human rights and their fundamental freedoms [2] . It is worthy to note that, by understanding and appreciating the various dimensions of this global problem through research, decision makers would be able to better develop and evaluate measures and design strategies to prevent and eliminate victimization against any group most importantly against women. Using the 2009 General Social Survey, this current study seeks to examine violence victimization from gender perspective in General. This paper specifically examines the impact of violence victimization committed against women using evidence from the general social survey data set. It will further examine how the different gender orientation is affected by violent victimization.
Literature Review

Theoretical Framework
Lifestyle-Exposure Theories of Victimization: Hindelang, Gottfredson, and Garofalo [3] developed one of the systematic theories of violence victimization called the lifestyle-exposure approach. Primarily, the theory sought to account for the differences in the risk of violent victimization across social groups even though it has been extended to included property crime and it forms. The researcher adopts the lifestyle-exposure theory for the study. The purpose of this adoption is to empirically test the basic assumption underpinning this theory.
According to the life-exposure theory, the lifestyles of individuals (which is socio-culturally determined) demographically, has the propensity of increasing or decreasing an individual's venerability to criminal victimization. To them, both ascribed and achieved status characteristics which includes but not limited to age, gender, race, income, marital status are important links of voracious crime because these status attributes bring with themselves some shared expectations about how, when and what behavior one should demonstrate across. And this in effect enables or constraints the tendency of risking crime experience.
Illustratively, the process of gender stereotyping in many societies has resulted in many gender differences. Thus, the type of basic activities (i.e. where and with whom time is spent) the degree of supervision in daily activities, the likelihood of having contact with strangers, and exposure to risky and dangerous public places. Therefore, according to the Life-exposure theory, because females spend most of the time home due to supervisory, house-keeping and child-rearing responsibilities, they are more likely to be shielded from crime victimization than males who have fewer restrictions on their daily lives, and spend more time away from a protective home environment. In simple terms, gender differences in traditional lifestyles are said partly to explain the higher victimization risks of men than women. Nonetheless, considerable number of studies for example [4] [5]
[6] have concluded that women are more exposed to crime victimization than men-a direct variance with the central assumption underpinning the theory. It is for this reason that using the General Social Survey 2009 data, the study sought to empirically investigate the validity of the life-exposure theory in the light of violent victimization against women in Canada.
Gender and Place of Residence as a Risk Factor of Violent Victimization
Majority of violent victimization researchers for example [4] [7] [8] have found out that being a female is the main factor of violent victimization. Similar studies have revealed that women are more significantly likely to experience violent victimization than men [9] [10]. In consistent with the study above, Tjaden and Allison conducted a study to determine whether gender correlates with post-separation violence. This study was conducted in the United States within the periods of November 1995 and May 1996. In all 8000 men and women were selected for the study. The outcome of the study showed the more women than men reported experience violence victimization before and after relationship ended with their partner [11] . Even though gender is a strong risk for violence victimization, many theories have found that certain groups of people are at higher risk for violent victimization than other factors even though gender moderates these effects.
Several studies have also established a positive correlation between rural versus urban living and violent victimization [12] . In addition, De Keseredy and Schwartz [6] revealed in their study that rural living was more related to the occurrence of violence victimization signifying that patriarchy is heightened in these areas.
While some of the limited existing literature indicates that there are no conclusive numbers regarding the incidence of violent victimization in rural and urban Canada [13] , Statistics Canada has found that rates of violent victimization in rural areas may be similar to those in urban areas [14] [20] .
Evidence from studies such as Johnson and Bunge indicates that women experience more negative of violent victimization than men including emotional/psychological, stress, anxiety, depression, lowered self-esteem, sleeping problems, post-traumatic stress and amongst others [21] . Other studies show that often when examining violent victimization, men and women report being victims to an equal extent [22] .
In the lens of the national intimate partner and sexual violence survey Augustine et al in their study also recognized psychological coercion and degradation are some of the negative outcomes that accompanies such violent act against women. They further argued that emotional disorders are long lasting as well as post-traumatic stress disorder is significantly higher for women who have been violently victimize [24] . Sinha [25] in his study on titled measuring victimization against women: statistical trend, revealed that women who had experienced violent victimization had their daily stress level being elevated within the first twelve-month aftermath of being victimize. Overall, Sinha noted (53%) of women victimized by spouse indicated that they had most of their days quite a bit or extremely stressful significantly higher than women not victimize. It has also been revealed that experiences of violent crime also significantly impact women's mental health as well as their emotional wellbeing. For example, according to the Statistical Canada [1] women who have been victimize by their spouse were seven times more likely to be fearful than male victims, three times likely to be depressed or anxious and twice to be angry although men and women were equally likely to be angry about non-spousal violent incidents. Evidence from the above literature reviewed shows that females suffer the most as far violent victimization is concern. 
Hypotheses
Measurement
Overall, the General Social Survey 2009 measures three types of self-reported victimization (sexual assault, robbery and physical assault. The general social survey also measures four types of self-reported household victimization (break and enter, motor vehicle theft, household theft and vandalism). These incidents are referred to as "household victimization" as the target of the incident is the household, rather than an individual person.
Independent Variables: Gender and Place of Residence
For the purpose of this study, Gender and place of residence will be used as the independent variables. In the dataset, gender was coded as (1 = male, 2 = female) and residence coded as (1 = Rural, 2 = Urban). Several studies for example [4] [11] have used gender as their independent variable to predict whether males or females experiences greatly the trauma of victimization whiles studies have also established a positive correlation between rural versus urban living and violent victimization [6] .
Dependent Variables: Consequences of Violent Victimization, Violent Victimization
For the purpose of this study and being consistent with previous studies con- Also, violent victimization defined in this study includes but not limited to acts of physical assault (being pushed, grabbed, being slapped, being choked, having something thrown at that can hurt, being hit with something that could hurt, being threatened with or having knife or gun used, being kicked, bit, physically threatened, or doing anything that could hurt) and sexual assault (being forced into any sexual activity by being threatened, held down, or hurt in some way).
In order to measure whether a person have experience some of the above- 
Analysis and Interpretations of Findings
This section presents the analysis and the discussions of the results of the data acquired from the participants of the study. The study looked at impacts of violent victimization against women in Canada and used evidence from the GSS 2009 data as the case for the study. Three hypotheses were generated for the study and this section deals with the testing of the hypotheses and the discussions of the study.
Descriptive Statistics
From the analysis of the questionnaire data collected from the participants of the study, it was observed that 49.5% of the participants were males whilst 50.5% of them were also females. This shows that both gender was well represented in the study and that the difference between them is not that much. This is represented in Table 1 below.
From Table 1 , it can also be observed that 1211 (80.1%) constituting the greater majority of the respondents were urban dwellers whiles 301 (19.9%) were rural dwellers. Also, regarding having experienced victimization in lifetime, 944
(62.4%), thus greater majority were of the view that they have been a victim of violence in one way or the other while 568 (37.6%) also responded that they have not experience any form of victimization in their life time. The value for the Phi and Cramer's V is 0.21 respectively which suggest that there is a relatively weak association between gender and the experience of victimization. This is also supported by the P value <0.05 of 0.418 signifying no relationship. The value for the Lambda is also 0.03 which suggest very weak relationship but it must be noted that Lambda tends to underestimate while Cramer's V turns to overestimate. Taken together, the differences in the column percentages in the Table 2 shows no substantial differences regarding the males and females experiencing violent victimization. It is also supported by the P value <0.05 of 0.418 as well as the lambda 0.03, phi 0.21 and crema's V 0.21 respectively. This indicates that the null hypothesis that states there is no relationship between gender and the experience of victimization has been supported while the alternative hypothesis stating women are more likely to report experiencing victimization than men has been rejected.
Testing of Hypotheses
Hypothesis 2 H 2 :
Women who are victims of violence are more likely to experience emotional consequences than men who are victims.
From Tables 3-5 , it can be observed that there is a substantial difference between the opinions of mem and women on the issue of the impact of violent victimization when gender was controlled.
The value for the Phi and Cramer's V is 0.097 which suggest a moderate relationship which is also supported by the p value <0.05 of 0.000 signifying a strong relationship. The value of lambda for this table is therefore 000. Lambda has, in other words, failed to capture the substantial difference shown in the table but it must be noted that Lambda tends to underestimate while Cramer's V tends to overestimate.
From Tables 3-5 , when gender was controlled, there was no statistically significant changes regarding men thus p-value (male) = 0.119, however, there was a statistical significant between victimization and depression as far as women were concerned, P-value (female) = 0.000. it can therefore be concluded that this hypothesis that states women who are victims of violence are more likely to experience emotional consequences than men has been supported.
Hypothesis 3 H 3 :
Respondents who live in urban neighborhoods are more likely to report experiencing victimization than are those who live in rural neighborhoods.
Comparing the row and column-numbers for the cells in the Table 6 , it can be observed the there is a remarkable difference. The column-number in the rows are 787 (52%) and 157 (10.4%). This indicates that respondents that respondents who live in urban areas are more likely to be victimized than those who live in rural areas.
The value for the Phi and Cramer's V is 0.106 which suggest a strong relationship which is also supported by the p value < 0.05 of 0.000 signifying a strong relationship. The value for the Lambda is also 0.000 which suggest no relationship but it must be noted that Lambda tends to underestimate while Cramer's V tends to overestimate. From the observation, above, it can be deduced that people living in urban neighborhoods are more prone to victimization than people who live in rural neighborhoods.
Discussion of Results
Several studies on this subject under investigation have reported that women are more likely to experience violent victimization than men. This has been found repeatedly throughout several research [2] [6]. However, from the Table 2 the analysis above, the current analysis revealed that gender was not significantly related to violent victimization. Research shows that often when examining violent victimization, men and women report being victims to an equal extent [22] .
The current study's findings support this claim with regard to the above studies, however rejects the position of the life exposure theory that indicates that the higher victimization risks of men than women.
From the analysis of data presented in Table 2 , it can be observed that most of the respondents who experienced psychological and emotional disturbances as a result of victimization were women respondents. This meant that females experience more negative consequences as a result if victimization than mem. This is supported by a number of studies for example [23] [24] [25] , who found similar results in their study.
Finally regarding rural/urban divide, it must be noted that existing literature indicates that there are no conclusive evidence regarding the incidence of violent victimization in rural and urban divide [13] . Other studies have also found that rates of violent victimization in rural areas may be similar to those in urban areas [14] [15] . Even though the above literature suggests no conclusive evidence, this current study revealed that people living in Urban communities experience violent victimization than those in rural communities. In this current study, I attribute this great differences to the deficiencies found in the data set. It must be noted that in the data set that was used greater majority 1211 (80.1%)
were from urban communities while 301 (19.9%) were from rural communities.
This might account for the differences seen in the findings of this study.
Conclusions
This research was envisioned to further our understanding of the multifaceted, Finally, the study also revealed that residents living in urban communities were more prone to violent victimization than people living in rural communities. However, the differences were not statistically strong since existing literature indicates that there is no conclusive evidence regarding the incidence of violent victimization in rural and urban communities.
In this regard, this paper is proposed to support policy and program development and decision making for governments, NGO's, service providers, academicians, researchers and all others working to eliminate all forms of violence against women and girls since the study revealed that they experience more negative impact after they experience victimization. The researcher is therefore confident that as this body of knowledge continues to advance, it will promote prevention efforts and enhance responses to women and girls who experience violence in our communities. There are also limitations in terms of how the impact of violent victimization was measured. For instance, the question that measured whether the respondents have experienced any psychological impact due to being victimize was: taken medication for depression. It must be noted that depression is not the only psychological impact the victims of crimes face. For example, evidence from studies such as Johnson and Bunge, Sunders indicates people who suffer from violent victimization experiences emotional/psychological problems such stress, anxiety, lowered self-esteem, sleeping problems, post-traumatic stress and amongst others. Therefore, future studies should measure variables such as anxiety, disappointment, lower self-esteem, sleeping problems, confusion, and frustration in addition to depression. In this regard the full impact can be measured.
In summary, I propose that strategies and programmes to tackle violence against women need to be sustainable, appropriately financed and participatory-thus including not only women but men. Also, comprehensive victim support systems which include hotlines, shelters, health services, legal support, counseling and economic empowerment are also essential to eradicate victims against women in Canada. Finally, I would like to mention that continues developments and support for data collection are required to assess changes over time and advancement towards a Canada free from violence against women in all its forms.
